
 

 

CALIFORNIA’S LOCAL JUVENILE FACILITIES CAN ABSORB 

THE STATE YOUTH CORRECTIONAL POPULATION  

 Local facility capacity has increased despite historic declines in California’s confined population. 

Figure 1: Total confined youth population vs. county capacity, January 1999 - June 2017 

Sources: BSCC, 2018; CDCR, 2018a; 2018b. Notes: The Board of State and Community Corrections reports monthly juvenile facility 

statistics beginning in 1999. Monthly average daily populations for DJJ are not consistently available prior to October 2004; for January 

1999 through September 2004, end-of-month population reports are substituted for monthly average daily population.  
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 County facilities are operating well under capacity and could accommodate the population of DJJ. 

Figure 2: County and DJJ populations vs. county capacity, counties with ≥5 youth at DJJ, June 2017 

Sources: BSCC, 2018; CDCR, 2018c. 
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 A phased realignment of youth to county facilities would reduce the size of DJJ.

References 

 

 

                                                           



 

 

Appendix 

Available county juvenile facility capacity vs. DJJ population, June 2017 

County 
County juvenile 

facility population  

County juvenile 

facility capacity 

Available county 

capacity 
DJJ Population 

Alameda 93 463 370 24 

Alpine - - - - 

Amador - - - - 

Butte 29 120 91 - 

Calaveras - - - 1 

Colusa - - - - 

Contra Costa 141 390 249 39 

Del Norte 15 62 47 - 

El Dorado 34 80 46 1 

County 
County juvenile 

facility population  

County juvenile 

facility capacity 

Available county 

capacity 
DJJ Population 



 

 

Fresno 235 450 215 36 

Glenn 7 22 15 - 

Humboldt 18 44 26 1 

Imperial 15 72 57 - 

Inyo - 14 14 1 

Kern 280 498 218 19 

Kings 42 85 43 16 

Lake - - - 1 

Lassen 2 40 38 - 

Los Angeles 1,127 3,554 2,427 153 

Madera 49 70 21 2 

Marin 15 40 25 1 

Mariposa - 4 4 - 

Mendocino 17 43 26 - 

Merced 48 120 72 16 

Modoc - - - - 

Mono - - - - 

Monterey 67 190 123 18 

Napa 16 50 34 - 

Nevada 10 60 50 1 

Orange 280 743 463 4 

Placer 25 78 53 1 

Plumas - - - - 

Riverside 152 454 302 56 

Sacramento 134 424 290 44 

San Benito 8 20 12 - 

San Bernardino 206 484 278 31 

San Diego 356 855 499 34 

San Francisco 53 198 145 6 

San Joaquin 123 224 101 20 

San Luis Obispo 32 60 28 3 

San Mateo 105 260 155 5 

Santa Barbara 94 232 138 11 

Santa Clara 124 462 338 12 

Santa Cruz 20 42 22 5 

Shasta 25 90 65 1 

Sierra - - - - 

Siskiyou 13 40 27 1 

Solano 31 148 117 11 

Sonoma 60 164 104 16 

Stanislaus 66 218 152 10 

Sutter - - - 1 

Tehama 12 60 48 1 

County 
County juvenile 

facility population  

County juvenile 

facility capacity 

Available county 

capacity 
DJJ Population 

Trinity 4 22 18 - 



 

 

Tulare 129 330 201 19 

Tuolumne 3 30 27 2 

Ventura 100 360 260 7 

Yolo 25 90 65 2 

Yuba 44 120 76 5 

State of California 4,484 12,679 8,195 638 

Sources: BSCC, 2018; CDCR, 2018c. 

Please note: Jurisdictions submit their data to the official statewide or national databases maintained by appointed governmental bodies. 

While every effort is made to review data for accuracy and to correct information upon revision, CJCJ cannot be responsible for data 

reporting errors made at the county, state, or national level. 


